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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. Claims 18-27 and 38-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

3. Regarding claims 18-21, "A data processing apparatus comprising: a reception 
unit...; a notification unit...; a transmission unit...; a selection unit...; a determining 
unit...; wherein said transmission unit, in the first mode, transmits..." is non-statutory, 
since it is not tangibly embodied in a manner so as to be executable as the only 
hardware is in an intended use statement. This is true even if the various "units" include 
hardware, since it is the intent of the execution of the system and not the system itself 
that includes such hardware. 

4. Regarding claims 22-27, "A data processing apparatus comprising: a reception 
unit...; a notification unit...; a transmission unit...; a setting unit..." is non-statutory, 
since it is not tangibly embodied in a manner so as to be executable as the only 
hardware is in an intended use statement. This is true even if the various "units" include 
hardware, since it is the intent of the execution of the system and not the system itself 
that includes such hardware. 
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5. Regarding claims 38-41 , "A computer-readable medium encoded with a 
computer-readable program to be used by a data processing apparatus, the program 
when executed by the data processing apparatus performing processes comprising: a 
reception step...; a notification step...; a transmission step...; a selection step...; a 
determining step..." would normally be considered statutory unless the specification 
defines "computer readable medium" as including intangible media such as signals, 
carrier waves, transmissions, optical waves, transmission media or other media 
incapable of being touched or perceived absent the tangible medium through which they 
are conveyed. In this case, the Specification defines the computer readable medium as 
including program code(s) executed by the data processing apparatus (see 
Specification, p. 29, line 27 through p. 31, line 27), which is non-statutory subject 
matter. 

6. Regarding claims 42-47, "A computer-readable medium encoded with a 
computer-readable program to be used by a data processing apparatus, the program 
when executed by the data processing apparatus performing processes comprising: a 
reception step...; a notification step...; a transmission step...; a setting step..." would 
normally be considered statutory unless the specification defines "computer readable 
medium" as including intangible media such as signals, carrier waves, transmissions, 
optical waves, transmission media or other media incapable of being touched or 
perceived absent the tangible medium through which they are conveyed. In this case, 
the Specification defines the computer readable medium as including program code(s) 
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executed by the data processing apparatus (see Specification, p. 29, line 27 through p. 
31, line 27), which is non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. Claims 18-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Gordon et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 5,459,584), hereinafter referred to as Gordon. 

8. Regarding claims 18, 28, and 38, Gordon disclosed a method and system 
comprising a reception unit adapted to receive data designated to a plurality of 
receivers, from a transmission side (see column 6, lines 31-37); a notification unit 
adapted to notify the plurality of receivers that said reception unit received the data (see 
column 4, lines 60-63); a transmission unit adapted to transmit information representing 
a notification result by said notification unit, to the transmission side from which the data 
received by said reception unit was transmitted (see column 3, lines 18-22; column 5, 
lines 58-64; column 8, lines 54-59; column 8, line 66 through column 9, line 12; column 
15, lines 16-25; column 20, lines 18-30); a selection unit adapted to select one of a first 
mode and a second mode (see column 10, lines 10-16, 27-34); and a determining unit 
adapted to determine whether a predetermined time has been reached or not (see 
column 9, lines 13-40); wherein said transmission unit, in the first mode, transmits one 
by one information representing the notification results corresponding to each of 
receivers by said notification unit regardless of a determination by said determining unit, 
and in the second mode, transmits collectively the information representing the 
notification results for the receivers by said notification unit at the time when. said 
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determining unit determines that the predetermined time has been reached (see column 
10, lines 10-26, 27-34; column 12, Inies 2-4). 

9. Regarding claims 19, 29, and 39, Gordon disclosed the method and system 
wherein in a case where the first mode is selected by said selection unit, said 
transmission unit transmits the information representing the notification result for one 
receiver at one communication (see column 3, lines 29-36; column 10, lines 27-34). 

10. Regarding claims 20, 30, and 40, Gordon disclosed the method and system 
wherein said notification unit notifies the receivers which are designated by the 
transmission side that said reception unit received the data (see column 4, lines 60-63). 

1 1 . Regarding claims 21,31, and 41 , Gordon disclosed the method and system 
wherein a case where the notification by said notification unit was successful is a state 
where the receiver can obtain the data (see column 4, lines 56-67; column 14, line 1 
through column 15, line 15). 

12. Regarding claims 22, 32,. and 42, Gordon disclosed a method and system 
comprising a reception unit adapted to receive data designated to a receiver, from a 
transmission side (see column 6, lines 31-37); a notification unit adapted to notify the 
receiver that said reception unit received the data (see column 4, lines 60-63); a 
transmission unit adapted to transmit information representing a notification result by 
said notification unit, to the transmission side from which the data received by said 
reception unit was transmitted (see column 3, lines 18-22; column 5, lines 58-64; 
column 8, lines 54-59; column 8, line 66 through column 9, line 12; column 15, lines 16- 
25; column 20, lines 1 8-30); a setting unit adapted to set whether the transmission of 
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the information representing the notification result by said transmission unit based on an 
instruction by said data processing apparatus side is to be permitted or not (see column 
10, lines 14, 27-34), wherein a setting result by said setting unit is notified to the 
transmission side, and wherein said transmission unit does not transmit the information 
representing the notification result until said reception unit receives a request from the 
transmission side from which the data received by said reception unit was transmitted in 
a case where said setting unit sets the transmission is not to be permitted (see column 
10, lines 14, 27-34), and transmits the information representing the notification result 
even without the request from the transmission side in a case where said setting unit set 
the transmission is to be permitted (see column 9, lines 30-40; column 10, lines 10-16). 

13. Regarding claims 23, 33, and 43, Gordon disclosed the method and system 
wherein said setting unit sets one of a first mode and a second mode and said 
transmission unit performs the transmission in accordance with the mode set by said 
setting unit (see column 10, lines 10-16, 27-34; column 12, lines 2-4). 

14. Regarding claims 24, 34, and 44, Gordon disclosed the method and system 
wherein in the first mode, said transmission unit transmits one by one the information 
representing the ratification results for a plurality of receivers by said notification unit by 
plural-time communications (see column 3, lines 29-36; column 10, lines 27-34), and in 
the second mode said transmission unit transmits collectively the information 
representing the notification results for a plurality of receivers by said notification unit by 
one-time communication (see column 10, lines 10-16; column 12, lines 2-4). 
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15. Regarding claims 25, 35, and 45, Gordon disclosed the method and system 
wherein said transmission unit generates a call on the basis of destination information 
included in the data received by said reception unit (see column 11, lines 18-27). 

16. Regarding claims 26, 36, and 46, Gordon disclosed the method and system 
wherein said notification unit notifies the receiver which is designated by the 
transmission side that said reception unit received the data (see column 4, lines 60-63). 

17. Regarding claims 27, 37, and 47, Gordon disclosed the method and system 
wherein a case where the notification by said notification unit was successful is a state 
where the receiver can obtain the data (see column 4, lines 56-67; column 14, line 1 
through column 15, line 15). 

Response to Arguments 

18. Applicant's arguments filed 04/05/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

19. Regarding claims 38-47 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 for being directed to non- 
statutory subject matter, Examiner submits that the amendment to the claims are 
insufficient in overcoming the rejections. The recitation "A computer-readable medium 
encoded with a computer-readable program" has not been given patentable weight 
because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A preamble is generally not accorded 
any patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended 
use of a structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble 
for completeness but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to 
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stand alone. See In re H/rao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. 
Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). Furthermore, Examiner 
submits that while the claim is initially direct to a computer-readable medium, the claim 
limitations recite method steps of a software program and therefore are not tangibly 
embodied in a manner so as to be executable, and that the only hardware mentioned in 
the claim is in an intended use statement. 

20. Regarding claims 18-47 rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Gordon et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 5,459,584), hereinafter referred to as Gordon, Applicant 
traverses the rejection asserting that Gordon does not teach the limitations as claimed. 
Specifically, Applicant asserts that Gordon does not teach a first transmission mode 
involving one-by-one transmission of information representing the notification results 
corresponding to each of receivers as recited in claims 18, 28, and 38. However, 
Examiner submits that this broadly claimed limitation is taught by Gordon, where it was 
disclosed that thastatus of a single given message identified by a Message Code could 
be transmitted to a transmission side either in the form of voice or as a written record 
(see column 10, lines 27-34). 

21. Applicant further asserts that Gordon does not teach a setting feature to set 
whether transmission of the information representing the notification result is to be 
permitted or not as recited in claims 22, 32, and 42. Applicant states that it is apparent 
that the request for information is different than the setting or notification of the setting to 
permit or not permit transmission of information. However, it is unclear as to how such 
reasoning is apparent, as Applicant has not provided further details. Examiner submits 
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that a setting feature for setting whether notification transmission is permitted or not is a 
broad concept which requesting whether or not transmission of a notification is 
permitted or not reads upon. The provision to dial a request for a notification is 
functionally the same as the claimed invention, described by Applicant to not transmit a 
notification "until the request from the transmission side is received". 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be' directed to Joseph R. Maniwang whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3928. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization* where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

' ' marc d. thompson 

MaRCTMOUKoaJ 

j M PRIMARY EXAMINER 



